Dear Dick, 5/6/92 

T *fhen it bec/tne apparent is^at there would he no hook oil Oliver ^tone an*/ hi 3 no vie 
and when nany articles, often inspired by hin as well as by the controversy appeared, 
i began ul iking a record for history because of the signific:-uice of Ills travesty. I do 
not recall whether I sent you copies of any of then. I did sent thee to my friend Dave 
tfrone, porfesnor of history at b’isconisn, Stevens faint* 

ter he got one I wrote li idcun , he started ^having then ret aped, for the historical 
record. r fhen he s^dLd they'd cake a book* I asked him, "Letters to and about Oliver 
$ Jo no "and he said "yes." 

*7 
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-‘ince then he has had othes retyped* X s ve not yet had tine to reread then. I did find 
that reading clean copy does make ia difference IJot the sane as ruling and correcting 
hasty writing with bad typing* 

He lias just sent me a "forum 11 ox sycophancy from the junerican Historical ^view, 
quite prestigeoun, and just tills early morning I've finished reading and correcting a 
lengthy beginning to what I'll stsnd it, with no hope or expectation of publication by it. 

rJhile without readiiig^nea I cannot be sure, I do think that to a large degree they 
do tell the story of the crudeness and the knowing dishonesty of tills exploitation and 
c oLr-e r eiaii sat ion - 

I T 11 have the opportunity to pick up more details in writing this historical journal* 

Do, what do you tiiink? Is there, in your opinion, a book in tjiis, with tills title 
or some ref ormulation like "Oliver -^tone: Letters to end about &Li? ,r 

5/9 I do not know whether you or C&d or Publishers Vfest have any inter- at in the Crenshaw 
book whose allegation that L3J phoned hin to get Oswald to confess got ouch attention but 
I now have pretty solid evidence that LBJ did no such tiling and that if he had iiad ^ny tiling 
like it in rand he 1 d not have phoned Crenshaw anyway* 

Best, 
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